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aifUq^ 

^ 9 -ajj!, 1999 

9ir<iraf % 


24/1/98/ihftU[^.— ^ 3ifelf^qTl,19 75 ^ ^ 

SuftfT IR rPnq 7R #lTTg7lp # TlRH, 31RFR i?^ W5®r TWT 

«T^ J 1995 ^ «7h t tr# jr ;- 




1 • RIr ^ ira^ RT WR ^PRT W V :- 

i 5 Rnri'HftfiT 51^ iRif m w rrt V S ^ 

% 3T'<itR, ihr^ I^FJRTR RJi; 

Rlftw URT ^ TJcT % RT RFT 1R 

% -qRR m 3#iT rnrpTT W ^ I 

i i S ^ am^TTp Rt? ^ ^ w rrt Rlit rr rr 

^ ^ ^RT irqr \ I RIF rIStI*h i^r ijft frt^ ttrt w 

V I 


I 728 01/99 -- I 


(1) 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pakt I—Sec. I 


inn vtt ITT ingpr % arwit Vir ^ ^ 

% ^ ^ % Jiij iftfT ^iter arrauft # #<r arit 

^ ^ 1 i*inir I ^ 'AmVh^h sSs! % 

JtjWK ^ ^ % auftiT ^ IRT 

# ^ipf % fr i 

IV} wftnrt’ ^ <i*r i <^<> » » 3ftrf^TOJT7l975 % aiaJRT 39, 3904-61 

% 3RT% ^ffT?T % aiFTEft % TTW ^ ^ 3!Hf 

■y? w inihrttT^ 22 3 nw%, 1999 ^ itrct ^ Tim; ai^wifi 
if WftPT ^ I 

V} yiftrw% ■% # iw; iriK TTt inn Mr# }¥»prti 

aitft ^ T?r ^rr if vn Ti^finT wr m ^ j[ 

iTOT Titf iJr 3 ^rT iR ♦ Mit ^40 Mr ^ <f?n- 
ani^ -FT # ^ ^smr imr 1 

V^} qiftHH^ ^ Hl4s4fif«6 ^fTTT # Vmi ^ TnrT 31PTFT#(^^iRqT 

ftmr ^ qnr tt^pt tttt w t 1 i#r if# ^ ^ # 

tT#w 40 ftr# % iiftrr Tq?pqr w agttr 1 

Vii} T?m tfrm^ %i }##<#} ^ ^ arm tt 

T^rPT w aigtq ^ w t i 

vhI} qif^TT# ^ ijiNfT ^nPT 6}3 } % urt #t ^fT^rm ^«r 

^ ywwp # Tn^TT # u^fTit 9 »o4 I 

ix 5 qfftiT# 6}4} % 3151TFT H aMm ^ 

TTT % fTRT "ft ^ q?^W# 


ihrtj Irtl^KH artr TUT#, 

g aiff ?rmW« ■«h4|i,98 
Tif 

T# 614113 


0 


[MFi I—1] 
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m if Tir 75^ I 

yiftiVUft ^ 1 jAtT, 1999 ^ W ^RT y f»r^ ^ 

^ wm ^ * 3t^ ater ^rfy? # V I 


x8 l^^nr 6 828 y argwfiT t,^ aiw iK ^ y? t# 

tfrwi % fTOw ^ fJpm w r y 

^ T<RR# w ^joTT ^nm if ^ y ^ 1 

Mr» % tjt? Tnr, T(f^ in 'tj? Ti¥r 'rt tr 

RW W <t ^[RRW ^ 1 T% <r I 

X i 8 ^ y RR f y thtt if, 6 8 4 8 ^ agwr, 

flR«^ra ^pnr im^ y? ^ tt^ It :- 

0 ifR^ g* Tfnrwr ^ ^ ^r^y* 

0 TFi^r 

0 ihrif y ^ >i 4 ' ^ 

Rf y?# 

0 iNnS 

0 ihr^ RKT^i^ltir^ 

3^ 

Q ihr^ ^^ilhr 

flTJTWy 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


0 

% 

aiTTTTPn? 

0 ihrt %TT-TFctR 

annRm? 

0 p=irt>-<:TO w%, 

T?rFr 

3nnr?pnT 

T^tTT Tjq i :- 

0 3fl%ihr 

% 

0 i^-TF^R ^ ^iir% 

0 Mils?! ^fut^ 

’T^P TRT rnN‘ 31 inaf, 19 99 ^ TIFT 

7ir 9T ^ UTR if 1966 if % ^ ^ t 3IT?TT ITfif j^RT Wt ^ 
'flW'4) ^ ^FTT 'V I 


0 





[ HFT I—1 ] 
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0 ^riiR 

xii • \llH|Jp|?) ^ TTT in^rT ^N Wl^ ^ 3T-%J^ 

w ntfcr ^ TT ■? viMHAtj W7 At ^ 

^ ^^7 ^Ttr ^ ^ W I 

xifis m w A qnr tpt 

Tnfnr % ^ TTmcw V7% ^ ^ ^raicrr "^mr, ^nipT^ ifr afe ^rni 

tTFRT m «WRTVf: T^fTT ^F 3iraR ^ UTTH # f^TTHTH ITH 

^ ■^TT ^'*1^ ^ ciMIfl ^ fts ♦IW rt *11^ A tiy rlMIrl ^ <1^ 

# I 

xi V 8 mn- w ■? 7TT 1^ ^ AtWT ^ ATT arnr tt tt 

ipSt ^ ^icre \ At tA ^jri^r?i% T?r A argwr ^ tirt 
w V I 

xv 8 yrt^Rirtr A ^ A TrihTT ^tt «h tfutht A i 

xV( 8 ^ 1 arftw, 1997 A 30 1998 8 l5 HAAS A ^ % 

TfA A I 

TT* qrtt A ^RIT 


2 • ^ A trA 7i#W At 3niA iw A ajWrr^ft A iigw ^ 

1 r :- 

1 • ^ ^tAtt > ^irtAaAtcTi4 ^ At w wA 

^ Art A^fr -Tft \ I TRT Afe At ^ -yf 8^1^ tit 
7tA<r 87wr ^ IfrAFTT 8 A AffTT \ i 

AA^f A TRI7R A IJr TTR, At ^AHpf A i 

AAr^f A 4 rm 4 H A An? AAA ^ Af A wnr aroitm t# 
A I ' 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


i 1S Tw if 1^1 ^ ^ to ^ ^r, awffT 

• ** 

TT wr ^ % •jRTwr ^ ^ liito \ w 

m to ^ ^ I 

Ills »rmR?r, ttof # ¥ito tfirv ^ i ^ ^ 

gjps ^T*f«R ^npT- 'T^SW, W71, iRei#, 

Sirs W<Nr tn5rT“*7?620, R^630, ^603/1, ’7^603/2, '7^603/3 

Sirs to it friniT At nto^Tfr A 

A ftr«pT *1^ I 

ivs -TA flT WA A frRT, Wft A IT^SIR 7WT '7^71’7 S^Ptt "A 

irrifrr^ AiAAfrif^SAA^ ito A i A , it^sir At 
’ r?7w A ^ tor to % At A ^ utor 

3nRif to A I rWiA.to uruA At tpr ^n\<w i ur " 

to inr TtoTT w A ^frt A fto A i Aii 7 A ^fPir 

if to Ai A iqjrT wc tAA i 

VS ART torpT At wtr Atof S^Atit At ^ A 

5 w TFCim 80:20 A A A ^fr Av AT fFT TTtto 
sn^rTTfiir A vtm A i 

Vi's W7^'7?r »rr airA to HtoA th N A A ato A A 'tt, 

tor Ato 'tAAt, ^ArAflRAtoA AIrt toto A 

At Aw A A>Fr 6 ijtoAI A A i 





[»TFT [—TSTO I] 
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Vi)} HfiTf ^ amWr ttt 3mif 

iji fr ^ 

MirHMK(.Rr^" V I T(r 3!T=rtf ^ ^ , ^nf? 

% 3TJWJR ilrr wcfT -^^fFrnr qf^Tnr V i tW ttt 

anr# ■^T^ i7#r?R inr# ^ \ ^ #riT 

Tttj? ■? btJft ^ ^ wricfT ^ !i*#r^ 

^ ^ Trqi? fr ■qljf i 


Vlli} ^ I^T^-5? g^, TTRf, WfF,^rt^bT Sik ^SriTrt^ ^ ^ 

TTHlit ^ Wf^%*j3T?^7T •xnfrq' V | Tjfe T?5^ TH^T ^feTT ?l% ^FT If 
rfr 3T»J^-3TV^ T«nM ^ 31?riTrT ik^ I TM % 

TTuff ^ ^ Tm ■mfftT7?F ^ ^^fTmi 

I 

1^8 TTpr ^ ^ ^ferr V i sift: ^ ?nr in? 

#r-i5ft *1^^ wflr ^ ^ -fV > i 

X} ■% anRT TFWJ? 1 98 6 3TIW fe^TT ^ ^%T<Tf 

^ irm %qFT 150 ^ % tr ^ W5i finiT 500 ^ 

WlrT^ ^ I HHtT # % TIT^ -^T ^ ^ qimtCT 

^trr V I T^ vj f8r k, 

^ ^ if :F^ ^Firflr % W?51 ^TtPr^tTET % 

TR flrfT V | 

t 

^•8 ^ s^rmr incinfr % ttt -irsfi ^ "ft- 

Wrf ^ \ ^ Wfl^/^:f#qr pR # TOT# -T# ^ \ I 

* ff 

XUJ ^ vlrMi^n % irST? ^ "gFRl if T# TO# ^ 

Wrt^T^ , ^ ^ ■*TH ^ 

TVlfriT if 3Tf TrTFTr % I ae: TOTO 

^ xi^HTH Fl|i|ri ■? vfrH%(T '#1# "1^ I TWlf^, 

%'f^TOTTi^■l3f^^t ^ TOirnr M ^ toit # 7#?n# 

RST ifr ^ I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part J—Sec. 1] 


xiVig % aiFrai- j?t% |rt^ jf ^ 

^ ^ 3?iT arrt w#, ar^rttm 

■jFT^T w ^Tr% ^ Tt •% I w mrft ^ 

•^r 3iTr% >1 f3r in^ iitR RT R|r % i 

^'''5 l^rW "Jf ^ wr R^R?r ^ jw TRJ?ii>mi t(\ ^\ 

?<Vj rj^rpfrj^ jf^ ^TRTlf, mjTT RT # ^ { Tji(t 

WTcT S^Rter ■^S TR RTR ^ ^ t I 

tTRRRR^r -RUT# ^ RR#r ipt if # ^ t Mf R^tM ^ 
%% Bi#fR FI# nr# # I 

>^''“5 #?nf 'mRRFT ^TRIR , RHcT “if W Wh % RRrRR TiVRIRR. # I 
RWRRFr # WR TRrir if FIR^ # -sflT 7# 1 #?■, 3IR#RR/ 
^RIRH afrr #R# ^spRRr-RRR#?, RR#r ^ tFzff ^ R^TFRSf RTF# 
R?# "V '#R# 3TR#-3TR# WR STTrll^ 10,0 00 r¥tR^ ^ 

xviilg Rirr ,iiR#Tr frar if M tir # -rtrt t* 

10 ‘SFt? ■% I RR RIH RT ?W RF# #r # 1f!p 1991 % ^ 

300 IPT RRir,TR# IRRTR RR TR#R ^IRW RRRff # 

^mr arr % aoo #*5? -^-rfr ^ rrit ■? ^r#l#rT irm V i 

RTTH # RITT # RRWJ 3TR# W# RR#R ^ ■? W# 

FTRT «H^I # RPRIT ^liRJR RimT nR % I 

XlAg #^Rt% TTiim # RT# RTir if ?IlfiTFT %:- 

3r;S ^ % 1^R #^Rf %Rrr 

Sw? llRif # R#T# % M T# #tRRf R^Rqf RR ^TOFTI 

SR8 5fR^ J!^ $\#lfTr % #t7 t^RRf -g^ TR^ # ■graiR.lifj RR WRW*, 

SrS % #nf-, 

S'SiS ##RRt RtR RR ^RW; 

^ frTR #%RRf 3T^?r?R RR ^RW,' 

S'^S #%RRt Tr#ii% ^ ^ ^rm; 



[MFI I—1] 


'TR7T TTSm : 
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}xx§ T# WFTt. TT % wr ^ ■jjrt <Rr^ ^ 

^ 3ni^ ■q;?^ ^ aiwIlrTrf ^ -qfTT % ^TRT 

FTRT T^iT , wr ^ ^ 3i2»tr ^ ^ argiwR ^ 

m\ ■3^i%T ^ 3ii?r % i<4mh ^ l^ltr 

^ ^ w I 


■n • afFTTFr#, ^ apq ftrpl? •?>; ^rgiT 


3 • aiitnfP# ^ ¥rqrr 


g-Jpg 3I^tir7 

ig TT^r % 3?tnT^‘ ^ T«T #, THt, 4 t|174H , 

Tim m ^ 

^ ^ ^ % %mr ^jrWi ^ tr ^ % i 

TcRT^ ^ ^i#r^ ^ ■*R% ^ ‘^’T ^ -ffH TW 

^ I iri?r, wffrT^ t^Tjf ^ 2f^r % % fT# ^ ^ Tnr 

w ^ rTfP wm •TTr I TraiW, 

% WT :35#^ T3T 7t 31Fm ^T sft q ^ % 

-^r ^qmp is(^ T^ ^ ?1i7 ^ ^ i 

i 1 g ^'%7'4 kT % qw ^sjfcT^ qiTTqf? q# rnjff, ^ 

TTM m mtiq l»;m m rm m ^;rq^ wi qr ferfrqt i 

iiig qifr, ^ t^qqf w qiq Trqrrq; q^q qr qfcw jpbJ^ 

^ qwit qqqf qmr V i ^ qreq%^ #iii^+ tt^ftt wr V T^r 
qq^; 3iFrt^ %%qqf w p? % ^mr qrqr^F i^r 

qqqf qr^ ?»# qaq^T^f ^ irfj^ i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ 3fPTin ^ 41 

(1 ^ 

i) ^ wW ^ Vi 5 no fk) ^fR ^ 5 (rl<Jt;if^TO jno fkV 

?rffi % f^vrii^H cwi yc^-i A 4 «3fi1ti^ wfH ^ 

4t ^ TTTir § ^ Q# I:TT^ ^ JfRni Wl 4 I 


V ^no fk) 4r wi k' WT^ IVto 4 V 
f^, 3fR V Mkl ^IT^ V ^ ^ ^ 

V ^ fVfe ^ V 4 I ^ wo ^ ^ r™1W 
VwTfW >3 iwp?rV ^ ^jwmi wm V, ^ ^ 

^crlcfT^^iPichH 3fR Vl- ^ ^ 4 I 




4 fW? ^ 


, ,, ijy ' ' • 

V ^ ^ RtVi WHpq ^ 

i Wi V, ^ V ¥ 71 W to? ¥ IVrI 

WlV ( Vs^ ??'(VC¥?V?^¥n^%f^^ 
^Tiwi ?? ^ 5nV to 7?io 41 

■W 4\ 5ito ^ 41 


iv) fcrtVi wH % 1^ 3^ ^ ^ w 4 V to?i ^ ^ ^nff ^ 
^ 4,3in: 3TeR ^ WE? ^ j^ito^?? ^ f^'cn? ¥¥n \ 


V) ^ ' 3 t?^I ?i 4 OT^ 4 I W^ ^ WIKF? V WK\ ^ 

^¥¥BifW ?trEi" to? ?? 3mm VI?4i^4ti5^iit?¥fV 




L'hft 1 —Tail® 1 j 


'TOT ^ TI'SI'TS : 
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^ ^ fM m ^ wm ^ ^ ^ 41!?«(w ^ stni, 

3™ #n-'^ ^ Tjq ^5!^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

T?t d W i ^ % 3TltIN 1^ ^ ^3^ A 3iton^ 

^,TWCri\ ^ ^ ^ # 41 

vi) ^ ^TT^ sw wn^ %•? "ni? ^ W5 ^ tifi<4i wicitfl ^ 

afift^ # m w?t 1 ^ w wi ^ 

^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ 1996 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

VII) srf^i^n^ m ^ ^ w^ tR f^p^ -J 1 


vlll) vjT*(f^ 4 Trq TTCp T?^ ^ qro TPI^ ( 3fW:?l^ ^ ^W1 ^ Ikf ^ 

5kwi =# I, ^ I3?wpr ^ W# =M wn???ir OT1 V ^ # 
vJFfl 1 


I) ^ V3^X<5MI ^ ^ % kJ*1^ vil'tl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

To ^ lit w ^ ^ w witj^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arrmi^ ift w f ^fR Tq w 
wi m wiiftn ^ ^ ya#icii ^ i 

]l0 'ilhidl ^ ^Nl <T4lf^ Tf^l W ^ 3N1 'tivii^ lift ^ ^f^iH ^ 

^wifM witFti % 8?t 3fR ig^ ^TTWiJai nit 

wra Tjn niR^ wist an 1 


iv) n? %m iJTO t % spiscttwi ^fR nfWia: #Rq# WRtn 
sfR wWnail % 1^ ww fWit nit ^ fW nit ^ ^,wi-M 
wn m wmttt^ wm % widt nit gf^f^ nR^ gf^ - 
wnw^ w^mi 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. I] 


D tgnftgy 

^ ^ 3fTmn ^ I 

ij wtram Bc^nw ^ ^ iWi ^ w 

"'T?! ^ ^ HR ^ 3ft^ mt*1 ^fh ^ w 

*5w1*i H!?f ^ '*71%^ I 

lio tfr w f ^ iJm ^ wtkr ^ im\ i, m-. armdl ^ 

5if?wfen ^ 




^ 3#! ^ ^lf>rtfl. wwni ^ Wik 

■ wfroft ^ 1^ ^ W S ^ ^ ^3™ ^ v3T^ m 1^ 

4 I WH-WI wtFI % ^P3fl / ^ jntWTWl ^ «3fIWirCMt ^ ^ ^ % 

-^MR A ww tfr TRp f ^ f^if^R 41^ 

4 I Hfift ^sd^nT^TR ^TFiTwnwil ^ ^ ^ ^ tjti 4, 

'SranfN FTHI RKTl 4'% 5T^ Wn4 ^ WcTji^ ^ 

w^?Rn] H^f 41 


‘io He WNOT ^#fi >3fi3 ^ 4f -mm ^ ^nH?wni3il ^ 

wn 4 I Mn % 5f%Ftl ^ 'wrfcitfi # wj^tchoi 4 
'THV^I ^ ^ w ^ ^ 'STf^^ld <^)V'-| HiSCI 4 I 

liij 'yKil ^ ^ ^ W ^ % ohhrI nPt cTFR , ^ tjh tfp 

Ik ^ 118^ ^ RFia ^ 31H: 4^ 4 I Mh HIW ^ RW 4f vJRH 

4^ ^ wiR ^1 ^ ^ He HR ^ 4 % 

W ne^ 3nHR stth^h^ 4' i 





[ MTT I— 1 ] 


Mwr ^ Ti^m ; aroraiPT 
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(iv) mm Wi m wi i, am: ^ ^ w 

i ^ Wi-M ^ ^ ajW aR^r^S 

V Mdl ^ ^ ^ ^ an^ ''R fWm jFfFi 

Rmni I 

4, Wgrait^ftTTR 

Wito ^wnlg 

^ Mrrar ^ 9Fn^ % a?^^ afR ar^ wq #n ^ 
nifha Pinf^ci ^ ^:- 

i) 'IdCI afR f^RTtTR ^ I 

li ^ ^ ^ ^ IVir4 f^^PId! ' ^IHH 

^IRTI ^ f^pqfe % ^ 4l^ ^ I 

III) ^ ^ ^ ^ v3^iQq> ■^,J^RFR^ afR ^#ifyw fkfl ^ 

^ ^ iS, ■'J^: ^1^ ^ I^RWR ^ fV ^ wn % Wit 

vjHa)^') ^1 ^fo, qRn ^ ^j?pn "an^ ^ f I 

IV) ^ ^ ^ ^ W t ^ yt^iqcfj, ^ TRI 4 MWl t ^MCT: Wt ^ t | 

^ ^ RTjn aif^mfta afR ^ | 

V) (RiWl) ^ ^fWWi wn 

apfRRw t ^ W wiifW W«4i t f^fWi Wit iSt ^ W S 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Slc 1] 


I WTFi) ^ wnwt ^’P ^ ^ WITW ^ T?^ ^ 

^ #n ^^ ^ ^ Wi ? i 

vil) w?iw ^ ^ T7T?a^-^?titFi ■in afR ^ ^ ^hetr 

^35|qV^ (>3TTi^ ^ Ffrf^ ^ ^ WI ^ 'SfR 4)ci^i'fe- 4 ^ tpi ^ 

^ RT^ ^ 3fR ^ RRTlf^ ^ ^ ^ wtm 1^ ^ t 

l^pe^ Tj^mm tj# ^ # l^-i^pi ^ 11 

vlll) ^ ^ ^3^, 9^ ^ W? 9R ^ I¥r # $ I ^ 

4 Tpi ( ^ TJRI WI^ ^ ^ I 

lx) ^9R ^ ^ ^ 9 r^ IVt? "nR wi^ ^ 'JiH'^'i'^ wn 

^ 9R , <47lHH A ^TFl ^JTFRW ^ W?l^ I 

6, cf^ff Mn^ ^ 1^ iR ^ ^ ^ J ^ 9 R ?R1^ 

wfi 1^ %nR l%in m 11 

^ yff^l^ vdoJk 


6. ncta ^ 4 f^RIt^n WfT^, Rr 4?F1 ofR W9H ^ 

9<r^yX'^ei)H (‘^i^ 5=T^ I 



[■nm I—i] 
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w f w 4 3mwR^ f] ■ trfW? 

^ ^ ^ (^•■^i^Mc), nN-#iCT, ^qictrFi 

3i-fWKi,3?-'o<iid^tor-3ffR ^ ^Fo^ % ^ #1^1 

5c^4i;il^W wtFil ^15[#i ^ 11 

Tilf^ vsfR ^ ^ 3m ^ wn ^ w ^ ^ 

f^ll^ 5Ftr^ ^ 1 A^f^llJei "^itFI ^ W ^ ^ BF^tFl ^kf^, ^^?P1 f^, 

^ tn^ w™i ^ rm-kkirWl, tM, 

3nk ^ f^mm ) #1^ mil % ^ 

3nd^ 3nk ^ 'd<:URH ^ fVii ^ ^ 1d w&i 

3prf^T^ dl % ^i<5'-| ^ A ^ M ^pn^ 

^ fk;! #1^ ^ kfe ^ 1%^ ^ 11 

l%i wk A. m ^ tm i ^rd^ ok a^R di 1^ ^ 

^1 kk ^ ^ d ^ m a^R ww^ fkim, 

mR ank A fk?i ^ ^ k ■^. ^kpp ^,k-Rfkfci 
ak Tjikki ^ Iki? Rpk, ^ ^ m\^ ^ kiR arwn M 
ank ■'Spfk ^ kiR Wi- ^fiftci: kk fkm ^ 4 1 am ak km ( 

^Ek ^ d f k Rkto RTFfpq ^kl ^ ^ w i i aramn ri^ 
pnkt. RkankkkfRkkd RR^f mF\ ^ t mk11 

k d R^ § R^RCT dk^ aikikm. 1975 k aMm 39 , dk^ kfwa, rr rri 
kk k 3904,61 k akk kf^ci ^ 1 kkRR kR?i 'dkair^w t ak 

Rkm kk k f^mn r^ fkk k rrtr k rwrr 1 1 
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[Part I —Sec. 1 ] 


7. ^ ^ ii ™ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ w i ^ 

IWr w ^ 5f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WTiTpi ^ 

#ircn, ^ ^T<rny?t 

]^.j^ ^ 5JTO ^ ^ f^, w ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ M I ^ ^fRI 3fR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ tm i ^ 5rfW cicd-M ^ wm % i 

^ ^ ^5ftn 3N1 ^ t\ w ^ 

% 7m ^ i ^ ciip'-'ilcA fcil^, ^ 

Tjjj 5 ^!tFi 1 ^ ^ f^rc[R f^ixn ^ I ^ ^ 3 (Fnl^ 

^ wf ^^wnf^TRP ^A 3irR^^^ to ^ i 
■^, ^3^ ^ 5(tol, 

tol ^ ^ ^ % to ^ -STto 

toton ^ ^ #wi: to ^ #R^ ^ I 

■5^ "siKi ^ ^ ^ ^ ■'stoi wnf^ ^ ^ 

T^ I ^ '5n^to^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qiPito-P 

rrto^, to ^ ^ tomn ^ ^ ^nton ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ wn^ 11 

^ OTfVi ^^Tjqy{^toi2(^ 

V WFi^^ ^ 11 

3, Tfil^i A) %^^KTFi ^tottontoi f^, ^'Ti^ 51^ ^ ^ 

WK ^ w ^ wn^ to # ^ ^ ^ ^V[ ^ 

1 1 to torn i ^ m ftol ^ ^ito ton^ to^imFR to 

^ ^ntfN'^ I 



[HFT I—tSTTg- 1] 


HRcT ^ Trim : 
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^. 31CT 

9, tn^9T[( 1 

^ ^n ^ ^ OT1 ^ ^ wn 16) ^ 3l^ TO ^ 

t^pCRl % ^aS^FIR tal ^ ^ 

1) WTR ^ WIFI W ^i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TTO ^ WFI^"^ 

^^^ ^ ^^Mi^TO ^1, ^nw5 
^ 1M ^ ^ TTRn ^ Wf Wi ^ W^ ^ ^ ^ wiF 

WH ^?iww5‘ ^rtrff^ ^ ^ ^ 

xn fM 3FT^ ^ W7,f^[wn w-wfi lO) % to w k 
,3^^^ iV^n 

^ ^ ^ wi ^ yc MKF wnn f^i*<f^i^ ys'iT'fif^ f^ifu^ sfR 

wKi ^ ?TFi ^ 1^ 'dM^'W Tif^ ^ f^Twn i^iy'iw w wn (C) % 

TOf w ^ W? : 

^ ^ ^ STRTl^, % t?l ^ tol F?1 ^ ^ 

vrl!51 ^ ^ ^ '^<W ■^TFIRT^ fV^n Fn^ ^ "^n 

Wci ^ t?l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ M?1 

^ i\,'^ WTFi ^ w] Ww. ^ ^ ^ ?w?i cuVrd % ^ ^ 

1^ wpni 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDIN/VRY 


[PjVRt I —Sec. 1] 


10, TO ^ ^ yin ^ 3i^;nR ^ f^iwin t?i ^ ^ w 

^1^ I ^ % ^i^nN ^3^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 1 / 4 ^ ^ ^ ^ wn? I ^ ^ 

^1 nn ^ 31^ v3hI^ ^ ^ I m. nFiPi ^ Mn ^ n^jy 

Innkra' g^n^^n!?fMn^^l^5ln: uitei^ ^ im ^ 
nwf^ nrfVi# ^1 ww ^ ar^fiR^wipn ti 4 ^ ij i^ 

^ m} nfeq ww ^3^ ^ W71 ^ I 


?L firfffaqw WIT^3TWR^TO^firakrTO^ 

3ITfe^gM#r 

11 , w f ^ ^ ^t™ ^ 

«K^]^n^^;5fR^i3^#T[^tj^n^snnnewin^ii^% ^ 

^ ^ sfR ^ ^ wm M ^) ?n ^if^ifWi ^ ^ 

v?r#l^Wn=Te?H ^ %7^1 elFKl ^ w? ^ i m: 

vsfR nwi ^ran ^ ^1 ^ 4 ^ w nnpi 

np^ ^ wdt 4 I ?nf^ 5fTfe^ ^ ^ A V 1^ IWtA ^ ^ 
n^ ipsn ^ nP3f4^ ^ 41 

(i) 

5ntoiff ^ wi 4 % nn ^ ^ Mf^ jpbi A yFip^^ ^ wr ^ 

4 ^fR niHi^ ^3^. f^ ^ tt 4 TTT^ T7^ ^ n4t ^ 4 1 



HOT ■SFT "OTm : aroiHOTT 
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[ HFT 1 J 


#n ^ ^ ^ Ml ^ wn^ ^ i ^ 

m A wfT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ jWl ^ mm^ ^ "fM wi ^ I 

5N1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 5r^ cii ^ 

^ ^ Mfi ^ fVri ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ I Mrrar ^ SIwMt WKW ^#TFI .WW ^■'-11 ^ 


^ ^ >3n^ % Tjq ^TR^ % m m 3TrR^ 

^ ^ ^ anwN q^, ^ if ^ ^ ^ f^-^i ^ I 

Mn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ OTT^ %qi t Wl 
qq t ^ Jf^I ^ ^ ^ fe:qi i| ^ qRW^ ^ 

qif?iRnfl, ww ^p=3i ^ ^nuR qq 1^ I^ci q;\T^ ^ to ^ I m: ^ 
WR = "^039.42 # 3fmn f^if^ ^ qq ^ mm xxxx %,Tn. 

■qi ^ XXX / fV, TH. 'RHl Mfl ^ | 


II) firafa^ 

13 1% ^ ^T^, 0,29% ^P-TR 0,5% # ^^rf^eTFlTl ^ J-1 TTlftc^ 

qjq^ ^ ^ ^ 'Sriqii^ V 'Sntnq qq f^iqVi ^-jc^lf^qi M ^ | 

no ^nyr^ni^ 

14, qrfTO ^ XXX / %, 71. ^ qnq 15 ^ 3 \m xxxxx / %, 71 tfi^ 
Tltel^ 5R1 771 qre^ Tlf^ 3T,;51. XXX / %,71 t 

TH 4,82% t) 1 
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n fVf 11 , ^ ^ ^in hm\ ^ t rfi 

A ^ ^ ^ ^ T?r ynf^ ^ I ^ ^ 

wi rp^ ^ wTFi ^ Tite i 

*fT^ ^ WFi IN ^ Mr 

■Qx^nWl ^ M '5fi<iidi ^ SPTT^ I ?[f^ oTwiril %■ ^ fcrtn^ 

^ TO ^ ^ wn ^Tlcf?w WW ^ 4 % ^ 'J-TNrI ^ WH WTI^ ^ 

^3^ ^ ^eni -siTmdl INI ^ i?r ^ 4 ^ "M 'Jnrol 

WI Ilkl rn^ ^i 13^ III « 3 T^^ UT! DNNl ^ i{ ^ cj]^ ;^p!IF[| 

cl ^ M ^ ^) 

>3fiWi Pi^H 11 ^ -jjVpVi ' 5 ij,ci^-icfj*i!jiii) ^ ^ -an^ ^75 5^ ^ t % ^ 

wm ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^, TTCFI M ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

jffliipipi^.'M 'STTud] ^ ^Tj^ wi '3iTcp?R Mt iMn ^ i 

/V ^ ^ 3TFMr ^ ^ Wlf^ - Hify-’j'^, ^ 5ff^lTO % ^ 

^ 5i<rM wf '3fN ^ jfrTO ^ JI ^ w^ t?i % vStttoI jmi, wfi 
¥ ^inrofi ^ #i 5t^ ^ n le ^ 1^1 ^rer^.^reFi ^ grf^ ^ ^ 

15^ d OTTTO, mfki ^ ^i wi ^ ^nrofi ^ 'to #ito ^ ^ t^, <sk 
mjii^ ^ ^ wi % % 5 fl^NWi ^ ^T^Twti ^ wm A ^nroil % 

151 ^TTITc=Nl ^1%I ^ I 


#n5M% wn ^ ^ Tfif^ T7^ f^fwifi M A mKfl wi 

WN 1%!^ Vtolt ^ 11 

wn ^'«ii)j| w -sTiTOt ^ 5wra ^ 0^ iMi ^ 1^ ^ 

^ ^ '3?^?TN, M >31^ #5^ w %tn ^ Irfl 

iM wniN.wn Wto, Wf ^ ?nwto, 

^ to .?lto, TON Wl ^ JTI^ ^ ^ ^ f I 



[Hn 1—13^ 1] 


'TTOT ^ tFSrra ; 


21 


aTWFdt # tthIT 

18, ^ ^ W ^ ^ Mn 1996-98 , 1996-97 m\ 1997-98 ^ 1998 Cl^ ) 

3,34920 %.m, 3,44,184 ^ 4,75^^28 %,Tn, ^ | W ^ 1995-96 ^ 

13^^, 1996-97 ^ 2.76% ^ 1996-97 ^ OT 1997-98 | 1998 ^ 38% s5t | ^ 1996- 

96 ^ OT 1997-98 ^ 41,9% ^ \ ^ TO A ^ 7?1TR 3T17Tinl ^ 

^ ^ a™ 1996-96, 1996-97 1997-98 (^, 1998 ^) 24,130 %.5n., 

7000 %,71, mi 40,666 ^ | >311^ TfTSn 1996-96 ^ WN 1996-97 A 68% 

m 1996-97 % 1997-98 480% ^ ^ | mft, 1996-96 ^ 1996-97 

varwidl telC 3TT^ I 

3^1 ^ 31FTRfl ^ 1996-96, 1996-97 m 1997-96 ( oj^, 1998 ^ ) 

3,10,790 %,3I1, 3,37,184 m 4,34,863 %,^n. # S!^ | 311^ ^ # 

1995-96, 1996-97 m 1997-98 A ^R?l: 7.76 %, 2,07% m 9.35% # | 

17 WTF? men, WI^ WHTTI ^ wm wiVl We1%l ^ 31^fll^ 

^ :• 


5^ 




1996-96 

500 

385 

77 

1996-97 

600 

392 

78 

1997-96 

500 

259 

52 

3Tni31^ 

625 

333 

53,28 
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1 995-96, 1996-97 rli!!! 199 7-98 W?!'. 

77 ll1rr?rw , 78 TT^iOTT ^ 52 T? T|f^ 3T^ ^ 53 * 28 ^TT I TO 

^ 3T^ ^ Ti^TR fTHTT vJM^'l frl?^ Epf 7 8 3I%?RT TOT #1 

'pf JiT% 3# I ^irm Ti^in if w ^ tiTO? 

WTTTOT W f I TTOTIPto TTTTTT if ^ <ljrc|#^l J3f f ^ T# TOT TT ^ 
Tt I 

HS ^ TOIT ^RIT 

tro TOTT V ^ 9 5-96, 96-97 ^ 97-98 ^ %^TOTf ^ 1M sTOffr 746 
TO, 705 iff-TO #T 797 ifr-TO ^ ^ I ^ IM if ^TITEff ^ 
Ihr^ilTTt 95-96, 96-97 ^ 97-98 # ^?r* 44*7 H^HITO 48*7 lri?r?TO TT^IT 
59*5 ^ I ^ 95-96,96-97 rWr 97-98 # 55*2 

51*2 y^?TO TOIT 40 fl" I TO UW f?T ITOT if 3T1T1rfV ^ 

flF?il7lt Tif ^ 31^ TOTfrcr TlfFT # f^iriT^ if 3Il(fr ft ^ I 

4lit TOT ^ TTDir 1995-96 % 412 #*TO if ^T^FT 96-97 if 

36^*00 iff.TO afrr ^ 3i?to, 97 98 ? % ifro 321-88 fnT 

Tit’ i^rtfr TinT TTif if 95 - 96 , 96-97 ifrr 97-98 if ^?r : 

XXX, xxTO^IT XXX ^ I 3131^1 TTOTTO ^ TOTfT ^ iflif % IJTO TT 

^ Mr % TOTO ^ ^ TOST # 3n% jf I 


19* TTT TOTr % fif; qi^ TO sfj^TT 95-96 , 96-97 TOTr 97- 98 # 

TOITTF*, 54 ift-TO, 85 ^ft-TO rnTT 69 ift-TO TO I 3filTlf if 95-96 ^ 

^FTO- 96-97 if 36 Tll^TOT rITO 95-96 ^ 97-98 # 21 Uf^TTOI ^ ffJl 

I ^ aiqff- ^ qfro TOf ^ groro if 3flfTH‘ ^ ^ toto if TOff 3Tf, 
ttt aiferqi iff TUT I 




[ MFI l~'!5rrs 1 ] 


MTOT ^ : ■3TOT«ITrJT 
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S’i • 5 ■?? -ik w^c'i TWT 3T^?nTR 


2 0-^ ^ V WtmfTH ft 7R atum, ^irMN^P ^ %% 

^ -dr TEPTR % TJ^ # ^ fk I ft ^ ^ 

■TTw ^ 3Tr|, %t- 3k kpiT wtff ^ ^nn?fr!rfr ^ ^ t# ^lk73^f ^ 

• )t*<^/t^;%inT 5^3^r%s ^ at'-gT- *!«» ?t i try tr "t iFqr^ ^ 

ipr ft ^ ^ T • *<»<¥ l^-Tir- ttr 3?.^* ««h ‘^•■nr* ^tnin trtrr i try 

1 995-96, 96 -97 #T ^ 31^ % T ■ *>«(' l^-ttT- , T • 

“i^-irr- w T - I^Rfr Ttm" ?tT > ^ ^ ^ rrmn ft -^fr 

^ V I t(k ^ 1995-96, 96-97 ik 1997-98 8^, 

98 rt^ 8 '3^?rj T • T • TmTjiM'* ‘i^*3inT ?t I tnr ^irr trtrr 

It 1^ -^tr -rfftr r?tf trrft 95-96 # 3k 96-97 ff 5FiTfl';T’ 

5 5 * 59 tTFT 3 Vt T • 17*56 t^HW % HPT *PHr< ^ hTh ^ 

T . -Ttr ^ nfi^ THlf I ^ Htr HHlf tT% Tlk# ^ kiH fTTHT 

tR W# tm 3ftra 3kTr ^ i ^ 1997-98 ^ hth T^ttfr f 

«jTr HW/ 8 Ttl ^8 TW 81226 *11 8 V I try ^UT w % Hk akfer ^ ^VtR 

T .*»»/k.Tir. % Tftr xnr tirk 3TtnT M ijrtT uicfr ^ if sTHJttf Ttn 

itnr ^ tTTTT V 3rr^ tTfl?it hhiwt^ % 331 ^% hr#, 

3twjiHd :3RrT # Tjftr ft f=tT xtT kr% nfr 1 irt^nr^ ij?tT 

% ^R®T ^ 3R^ sirMifl HT kl^ I 

H* 3gTWR m ¥PPtH ^ ITH -flqtrftrT kk 


21 • T# RTTraif '9Tt f ^ 'Tl'iH ^ Ttrt<4fl ft SIrl R7 <m^i\ ^ 
tfl# ^ 3i|tf d ^ rfe S ^ ^ frHHT H?T #T TH^ 't>K''l ^ 

3tkfnT kfetrf H# WHT TRT I Hk 3Rfe- % ^RH 3T5TTqTH kt ‘NtH m\ 

TRkr ff #T 3 ftt % ytkrfr # 3 Rtrf:rT kifcft?F % tr# 

^lS!r ipfTTT JJT I 
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y- ^ 


2 2 • ^ W^JTT ^ ^ xnr ^ % ^ ; - 

aiFnrfr ^ ¥ett -spft # to ■if tt^pr 

K* sir^r % TOT frT^r?T^r ■? aiRfr V miffr ^ 1i^r?^f?i% ^ 

7T. ^ ^ aro- ^ 7311 ^; 

q-. ^ 3PT^ ^ ^ RT Tilt 1r 

“fSTR^ Tlfi^ 7t % r 

"S *, 31I<4ItTI ^ ^ ^ 3lS ^ ^I 

■tl. T«Jn7 ^ W JFT^ #rR ^ TO I 

5* W®TTOP TWr 

23 * ^ TOHT % ¥f ^WTH ^ 3 IlWf ^ T^PT ^ 3 Tftf^ 

8l1^ 7f % I 3IRnfff TOTT ■if ^ ^ R^TOT^FR ^ 

TOIT IjlTitTr^ ■? 3T25t % #T T#T ^ TJ?^ W^ RTO T?! 

% I ^ TR^^r ^-ftPI 3TR^ ^ ^ TJf^ RT RiT% 

R^lt % #r THYR ■JFT^ TRT ■R# W It I 3I?T: Wtorh "^l Rltel 

arFDffr ^ RRTR tiYpi ^ 31#^ a^?r jf % I 

■? • rttYpi tiJir ^ 1)rB #t 3BI 

2 4 * 31Pn^rT RT ^ ^ 11 ^ RR 'i ^Tf 'i <H RTTH ^ TTRITT RPHT V 

^ T^ ^ a1^ RjRI TTT % ^^TT RII^R TOT ^ RR iSi^IH RYl^RSf 

^ ^ JR: RRH RTO V ^ ^ 3nR- ^ f V I 




[MFT 1—TSrr? 1] 
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2 5- ’cnr TTHT wr V '^p #mxjr<p ^nrA ^ w?r wth ^ T'rzJm 

ft ^ TjHT ??TT srarti^ i^nr T f< ° in T ^<i<f ^T 

uVf ^dl TT MM ^ 'HW % I T<ir^ 

nHrit^ ^ irflr, 'r^^wr 

^ ^ TF -qf^r THP ■& ItlinT ^ ^ TEJrn % jf 5 % ^ ^ 

^ 3W«1T^ V I -JJJITJ mil %ft ^ ft T2^ TT 

Hfrl 3T^fe7T rIPT ^ 14IM ^ ^<iw ^ ^|^<n 

<9it TFT^^ % TM?r^n# % M ^ ^iVri 

^rqnft ft ^pnnm ^ijt it srurn 1^# ^ tiw fl itf?r 3^R■ 

?'J'wl‘Ml'^ ^ ^1^ *lrTl \jfMifl -iHrlatjfTT TT 't'l^ 3THT *ll I 

26- l#r*l?r TcN % Ir^R-R # HFM M" ^RR 

^T^P -ifJwi ?rt?T ^ WlTRT ^li'l^'^ll 

#»n^ # TTMT w m rnn^ -if ttJrt % % 

T^n TT ^'^JT ^ I 

■ 5 . 

27- airarfF % Tj?^ w t^f ^ i^trtr ^ aim tt 

lipiTT w > I %n^R5 ^ qcfiTH m TMT M5 TJ^TfllT #T it 

Trtr«rrT ^ it it^ ^ ^ ‘fr'7 -nt? ‘^zm i 

mtx Tr w Y i 

Tjn ^‘^'f 

28* '4‘H t ^RTT ^ «(i<5 4j z 5til 'JiSHI V ■“ 

g^S T# Tj;?r % ^ MT ■^f t^f.imrT ^ tj??t it ^ 

^tiT Trzrr ttjr jair V; 

Rt4t tiJm % airr jf V; 

HS t anqrf^ % wt al^ jt 

2 9- ^rr ‘^rr" ^pttt t^t "Pp a®rr it ^ ■^Trrg'R; ^itrt % 

^HTMT ^ Mfer I W ^ ^ 

i ^sfiR M 1JHI ^ # 7T;9r ^ ^ ar^ i l^rafter 
^ "iFSt fr I ^ TTTT 3BT ilT^TJTf^ "^t ^ TT, TPT q ^HNi^H ^ ^ 

#in^ HTTi^ ^ ^ mit V I ■frajw TTp- 7^?Tili^ % ^ -fff f 

%=? ^ ’fr TfpSr aj j ^^^H i -fTi^ ^ Tt ijrr ^ ^ *nrT 


/ 7-' V 


- V 
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''llA y 3904"61 ^ 3l'Ti4f1 3)r^ 

^ TSrtt tr?! TT, ^11 li^T^fTT W^, 3F=ll^Tr 
FRTFTT ^ I 



TTWP m 

— tv 

TW 

t- 

2 • 

5t 


^941^ *^c^iM*i rrti 



3F7T 71^ 



30- ' 7?? If^PR ^ aiPTlFfi ■Jff 196 2 ^ 

3F?r% "^nTni Tnr -fm %t T^iif 

ajferftTTR; 1 975 VJir 3, 3 T, 8%, 9 rWT 9^7 rTTTT cHT^ 

^ #111^?# ^ ■^1^ 7?#r < ! itHI<Jr^ I 

rT« ant ^ UnilWtl 


31* in^«P ^ 3ritr^[f^ ’SPT^ % m %77rt^ altRif 

5n<7#:- 

^P- TUfr ftrrRT TIltM TSf TIT fec#T7IT SfTff^IfT ^ITT ^ 

3?ifTiT TT fei^TT '4N 'll! 

W' Tmr wr fi=rq^, iiKim#, ^ 'iV7T«r7r TiiM ^ 

i#nPi% TRi 3pnT ^ 7*TT5r%^'^^ 

^ ff 40 % l!jtHT 3FI% 3TWI W % 1 ’M 

3RT IflTH^ ifr "H '^1^1 % ^ 711%^ ^ 40 % #fHT 

3PT% W V I 

7T- ii ff tn n% ifrt^ 3iMT?r % TT^t ‘hrTWT Tfi^7?r % ifiw ^ i 

T- ificTTT ^TBp^ ^ WT^ if ^ 71«zfr ^ T^nTT 

I 


Tftr f^m ?iT, ' -iiHP i tiS i iJ 






[mn I—1] 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 9th June, 1999 

Subject:_Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of Polytetrafluorocthylene (PTFE) from Russia—Preliminary 

Findings. 


24/1/98/DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 and the 

Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 

Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injuiy ), 

Rules 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE: 

1. The procedure given below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), 
under the above Rules, received a written petition tfom M/s. 
Hindustan Fluorocarbons Ltd., Hyderabad, alleging dumping of 
Polytetrafluorocthylene (PTFE) originating in or exported from 
Russia. 

ii) The preliminary scrutiny of the application revealed certain 
deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioner. 
The petition was thereafter considered as properly documented. 

iii) The Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the 
petitioner decided to initiate investigations against alleged dumped 
imports of PTFE originating in or exported from Russia. The 
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Authority notified the Embassy of the subject country about the receipt 

of dumping allegation before proceeding to initiate investigations in 

accordance with sub-rule 5(5) of the Rules. 

iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 22"*^ January, 1999, 
published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary initiating anti¬ 
dumping investigations concerning imports of PTFE classified 
under heading no. 3904.61, Chapter 39 of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975, originating in or exported fi*om Russia. 

v) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Public Notice to the known 
exporter (whose details were made available by the petitioner and 
by the Embassy of India in Russia) and industry associations and 
gave them an opportunity to make their views known in writing 
within forty days from the date of the letter. 

vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Public Notice to the known 
importers (whose details were made available by the petitioner) of 
PTFE and advised them to make their views known in writing 
within forty days fi'om the date of the letter. 

vii) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) to arrange details of imports of PTFE. 

viii) The Authority provided copies of the Petition to the known 
exporters and the Embassy of the subject country in accordance 
with Rule 6(3) supra. 

ix) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit relevant information to 
the following known exporter in Russia, in accordance with Rule 
6(4); 


M/s Halogen Joint Stock Company, 



[*nni—1] 
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UI, Lasvinskaya, 98 
Perm 

Russian F ederation 614113. 

The exporter did not respond to the questionnaire in the prescribed 
format. However they have addressed a letter to the Authority dated 
1®^ April, 1999, in which they have expressed their unwillingness to 
participate in the present investigation. 

x) The Embassy of the Russian Federation was informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a 
request to advise the exporters/producers frpm their country to 
respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of 
the letter, petition and questionnaire sent to the exporter was also 
sent to them, alongwith the name and address of the exporter. 

xi) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers of 
PTFE in calling for necessary information in accordance with Rule 
6(4); 

• M/s. U.Goenka & Sons Ltd., 

Mumbai 

• M/s. Pragati International 
New-Delhi 

• M/s. Venus Insulations 
New-Delhi 

• M/s Mechanical Packing Industries Ltd., 

Mumbai 

• M/s Mach Polymers 
Pune 
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• M/s. TFE Coating Industries 
Ahmedabad 

• M/s Pragati Plastics Pvt Ltd., 
New-Delhi 

• Automat Industries 
Ahmedabad 

• M/s. Dip-Flon Engineering Co. 
Ahmedabad 

• Plastics Products Engineering Co 
Narol 

• M/s Corrosion Engineers 
Ahmedabad 


Responses were filed by the following: 

• Automat Industries 

• Mach Polymers 

• Dip-Flon Engineering & Co. 

• Plastic Products Engineering Copipany 

• A response dated March, 1999, was received from Garg 
Associates Pvt. Ltd., who claim to be pioneer manufacturers of 
PTFE insulated wires and cables (PIWC) in India since 1966. 
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• Mechanical Packing Industries Ltd. 

xii) The Authority made available the non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a 
public file kept open for inspection by the interested parties. 

xiii) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on 
the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) 
and the information furnished by the petitioner so as to ascertain if 
anti-dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be 
sufficient to remove injury to the domestic industry. 

xiv) *** In this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the 
Authority under the Rules. 

xv) The Authority conducted spot verification at the premises of the 
petitioner. 

xvi) Investigations were carried out for the period starting from 
April 1997 to 30^^ June 1998 (15 months). 


B. PETITIONERS VIEWS 

2. The petitioner has raised the following major issues in their petition 
and in their subsequent submissions: 

i) PTFE is an engineering polymer with unique properties and there 
is no substitute to this material. It is broadly classified as granular 
powder (granular grade or suspension grade) and aqueous 
dispersion (or emulsion grade). The main raw materials required 
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for manufacture of PTFE are AHF and chloroform. No part of the 

inputs required for the manufacture of PTFE is imported. 

ii) PTFE is produced commercially via the same route, world over, 
namely 

It is stated that there is no process other than the above through 
which PTFE can be produced. 

iii) M/s HFL, is the manufacturer of various grades of PTFE. These 
are as specified below: 

(a) Suspension grades- H51 A, H71, H81G, H5PS. 

(b) Emulsion grades- H620, H630, H603/1, H603/2, H603/3 

(c) Filled grades- are combinations of Carbon, Glass, Bronze, Graphite 
and Molybdenum disulphite. 

iv) Russian F4 material can be compared with the petitioners grades of 
H51A and H71A (both under the category of suspension grade). F4, 
H51A and H71A are used for the same applications and follow the 
same process of manufacture. However, the elongation range and 
tensile strength value of the Russian material is inferior to that of 
the product manufactured by the petitioner. Pollution levels are 
higher in the Russian grade than that in HFL grades. 

v) The production of suspension and emulsion PTFE (granular and 
aqueous solution grades) by HFL is in the ration of 80:20, which 
meets the total quantitative requirement of the country. 

vi) The technology adopted by HFL has been acquired from one of the 
world leaders in the field, namely. M/s Atochem, France. This is a 
guarded technology and available only to 6 multinationals in the 
world. 

vii) The polymerisation technology followed by world leaders is “free 
radical polymerisation” This technology adopted by M/s HFL, 
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provides best results derived out of years of research and 
development. The technology followed by the Russians is believed 
to be simple addition polymerisation which does not make the 
ultimate product comparable to free radical polymerisation product 
in terms of quality on account of insufficient technology used in 
Russia. 

viii) The quality of the material is extremely important for producing 
high quality performance components, wires, cables, coatings etc. If 
the raw material is of inferior grade, the corresponding components 
will fail in their respective applications. Alternative materials 
would then be developed leaving the real advantages of PTFE 
aside. 

ix) The quality of Russian material is far inferior. Hence the markets 
which were developed by the petitioner are steadily being lost to 
alternative materials. 

x) HFL started conunercial production in 1988 when the demand of 
PTFE was only 150 MT as against a plant capacity of 500 TPA. 
HFL has invested considerably to increase application usage of 
PTFE in India. While these efforts were showing results, dumping 
of Russian material in the country during the last three years 
adversely affected the performance of HFL. 

xi) Russia, through trade channels or direct, supplies only granular 
powder grades and not emulsion/aqueous solution grades. 

xii) The quality of Russian material is inferior to the grades of PTFE 
manufactured by HFL due to inadequate technology followed by 
them as well as inefficiency in their specific consumption of raw 
materials. Hence their processing inefficiencies are reflected in 
their higher cost of production. However, they continuously sell at 
desperate prices, which completely upsets the stability of the 
market. 
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xiii) There has been drastic increase in imports of PTFE. HFL has been losing its 
market share at a fast pace and has been compelled to sell its material 
comparable to landed price of imported resin. By offering competitive 
prices, HFL has had to sell its resin at considerable loss. 

xiv) The capacity utilization of HFL has been dropping on account of drop in 
sales. 

xv) The terms of supplies to HFL customers is on ex-works basis. All the 
handling costs (technical services are borne by the customer. 

xvi) The packing of HFL material is in Fibre drums with LDP double lined 
liners. 

xvii) M/s. HFL, Hyderabad, is the only manufacturer of this resin in India. HFL 
has the smallest plant capacity in the world having to compete with giants 
like Dupont, UAS/Japan, and VAO Techmashexport, Moscow, whose 
individual plant capacities are 10,000 MT per annum. 

xviii)The quantum of investment made by the petitioner in application 

development and customer service is Rs 10 crores. It is to the credit of the 
petitioner that a PTFE market of 300MT/annum in 1991 has been enlarged by 
their marketing and application development efforts to the present market 
demand of SOOMT.This has been the main reason for suppliers outside India 
to supply their material on Indian soil and take away the market from the 
petitioner. 

xix) New areas of application of PTFE developed by the petitioner 
include the following: 

(a) indigenisation of PTFE nozzle heads for high voltage circuit brakes; 

(b) development of green PTFE strips for irrigation purposes; 

(c) development of PTFE cladded rubber diaphragms for pumping of corrosive 
liquids; 

(d) components for missiles; 

(e) development of PTFE pump; 

(f) development of PTFE insulation for batteries; 

(g) development of PTFE etched tapes. 
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(xx) Due to the price pressure exerted through the dumping of PTFE by 
Russian suppliers, the petitioner was compelled to match the landed 
price of imported PTFE and was therefore unable to generate surplus 
hinds for purposes of further investment in R&D and application 
development aher the period of investigation. 

C. VIEWS OF IMPORTERS, EXPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

3. Importers views 
(a) Automat Industries 

i) As manufacturers of PTFE teflon items, supplies are made to 
buyers such as ISRO, HAL, BARC, NTPC, ONGC, BHEL and 
defence organisations who take delivery of quality products only. 
In order to ensure the quality of the product, the raw material has 
to be pure. The raw material, viz., PTFE was purchased from the 
petitioner and this continued for 12 years. However, due to the 
inferior quality of their product, they turned to imports from 
Russia, which was not only satisfactory in terms of quality but also 
priced cheaper. 

ii) Quality problems with buyers did not recur since the usage of 
imported raw material which have timely delivery schedules. 

iii) The petitioner who is the only manufacturer of PTFE, supplies 
inferior quality material at higher price. If anti-dumping duty is 
imposed, the companies that supply quality finished products using 
imported PTFE , would suffer. 
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(b) M/s. Mach Polymers 


They have not imported PTFE originating in or exported from 
Russia during the period of investigation or at any other time. 


{c) Garg Associates Pvt. Ltd. 

(i) Two of the group companies, Garg Associates Pvt. Ltd., and Dhruv 
Electronics Pvt. Ltd., are involved in the design and manufacture 
of PIWC ( PTFE insulated wires and cables) and PTFE 
sleeves/tubing’s, and procure large quantities of fine-powder PTFE 
resin mostly from Japan. 

(ii) Garg Associates Pvt. Ltd., is perhaps the only exporter from India 
of PIWC to the developed markets of West Europe, UK, Canada, 
and New-Zealand at high value-addition. Dhruv Electronics Pvt. 
Ltd., is serving the domestic market, mainly in the area of defence 
electronics and aero-space besides professional industrial 
requirements in India. 

(iii) PTFE is a versatile plastic with varied uses, the most common 
being in the area of moulding and lining, from the point of view of 
bulk. PTFE is used by forming the fine powder resin into very thin 
tape, wrapping the tape around silver or nickel-plated-copper 
conductors and fusing it at high temperature to make a wire. A 
similar process is used for making sleeves or tubing’s. 

(iv) Since the kinds of PTFE used for different applications vary 
widely in price, investigation for dumping should also take into 
consideration the different grades. 


(v) The motives of the petitioner are suspect. The pricing of their 
products have never been based on professional considerations 
related to cost of production. Nor is the quality of PTFE or its 
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consistency of any major concern to them. The prices have often 
been arbitrarily increased by HFL in the past, based on the landed 
cost of imported PTFE by taking into account the prevailing import 
duty structure and the dollar exchange rate. 

(vi) This respondent had to raise a demand for compensation for poor 
quality of PTFE supplied by the petitioner. When their efforts to 
upgrade HFL quality did not produce satisfactory results, further 
purchases from the petitioner were stopped from July 1995. 

(vii) The respondent is now dependent exclusively on imported material. 

(viii) The Russian manufacturer need not be penalised for low production 
costs, even while M/s. HFL do not have any incentive to reduce 
cost of operations. 

(d) Dip-Flon Engineering & Co. 

(i) This respondent has stated that they have not imported PTFE 
originating from Russia during the period of investigation. 

(ii) As a processor of PTFE they would like free play of competition 
between imported PTFE resin and that manufactured by HFL. 

(iii) They had to resort to imports as the quality of resin supplied by 
HFL was unsuitable for various processes and the petitioner was 
unable to meet their requirements on time. 

(iv) It is felt that in view of globalisation and resultant competitive 
pricing and the availability of a wide variety of options for 
consumers, it would be counter productive to impose anti¬ 
dumping duties or restrict the imports of the product under 
investigation. 

(e) Plastic Products Engineering Company 
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(i) This respondent has not imported PTFE from M/s Halogen Joint 
Stock Company during the period investigated 

(ii) From the point of view of the consumer, M/s HFL being the sole 
manufacturer of PTFE should not be allowed to attain the status 
of a monopoly through the acceptance of their contention and by 
imposition of anti-dumping duties. 

(iii) The petitioner does not produce all grades of PTFE and hence 
any measure to restrict imports would be counterproductive. 

(f) Mechanical Packing Industries Ltd. 

(i) Free import of PTFE has been allowed by the Government in the 
interest of indigenous consumers giving due weightage to 
various aspects like quality, availability and fitness for end-use. 
The petitioner is not in a position to offer the various grades of 
PTFE resin available in the international market to meet specific 
application areas/end-users requirements. Although most of the 
requirements are sourced from M/s HFL, it is often found that 
there is a lack of consistency in the quality of resin supplied by 
them. 

(ii) This respondent caters to the requirements of the domestic 
industry as well as to the export market. For the purpose of 
exports, consistency in quality is essential, leading thereby to 
imports of PTFE resin. 

(iii) The landed cost of imports of PTFE resin from different sources 
has generally been more expensive than the cost of purchase 
from M/s HFL Ltd. It is reiterated that such expensive imports 
are essential, keeping in view the quality factor for the export 
market as well as the end-use application. 
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(iv) There is no large scale dumping of Russian PTFE into the Indian 
market and therefore there is no case for the levy of anti¬ 
dumping duty on PTFE resin. Levy of anti-dumping duty may 
lead to an adverse impact on the foreign exchange inflow by 
reducing exports due to non-competitive price and unacceptable 
quality. 

4, Exporters Views 
Halogen Joint Stock Company 

This exporter has not responded to the Authority’s request for 
information as per the prescribed questionnaire and within the time limit 
allowed. However vide their letter to the Authority dated 1/4/99 they 
have raised the following points; 

(i) The arguments of the petitioner are incorrect and groundless. 

(ii) The petitioner has erroneously concluded that normal value of 
PTFE in Russia is much higher than the export price to India. 

(iii) The statement of the petitioner that Russian producers charge 
salaries, wages and commercial interest to the “state” is 
absolutely groundless as is their statement that the number of 
personnel in Russian enterprises is“less than half’ as compared 
with that of India. 

(iv) That JSC Halogen is a major manufacturer of PTFE in Russia is 
not factually, correct. They have made irregular and insignificant 
quantities of deliveries to India. 

(v) It is unnecessary for HFL to compete with VAO 
Techmashexport (Moscow) as the latter is a trading organization, 
which has never manufactured PTFE. 
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(vi) For comparison of prices, the petitioner has chosen the biggest 
producers of PTFE such as Dupont (USA) and Daikin (Japan) 
but these producers additionally include the cost of technical 
service (handling costs) to the price of PTFE resin. 

(vii) The prices of PTFE may differ significantly depending on the 
technology used for production and on post-treatment or further 
processing. For comparison of prices, references made to 
moulding PTFE powder of Dupont (USA) and FluoroplasMPN 
(Russia) are not in order because these grades of PTFE differ on 
account of particle size. They have different applications on 
further processing and consequently have different prices. 

(viii) The price of PTFE depends also on the type of packaging used. 
The moulding powder of Dupont is packed in metal cardboard 
or polystyrene drums, while Flouroplast-4PN (JSC Halogen) is 
packed in paper sacks. 

(ix) In view of the reasons cited above and on getting acquainted 
with the documents presented, this exporter did not find it 
necessary to participate in the present investigation. 

D. EXAMINATION OF THE ISSUES RAISED 

5. The submissions made by the petitioner and importers have been 
examined and dealt with at appropriate places hereunder. 


E. PRODUCT UNDER INVESTIGATION 

6. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Poly 
tetra fluoro ethylene (PTFE) in suspension and emulsion grades. 
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PTFE is an engineering thermoplastic with outstanding properties 
such as chemical inertness, low co-efficient of friction, heat 
resistance, excellent electrical insulation properties, non-toxic, non 
-inflammable and weathering resistance. Due to these characteristics 
PTFE finds many applications in chemical, mechanical, electrical and 
electronics industries. 

PTFE has varied uses the most common being in the ai'eas of 
moulding and lining. In the mechanical industry, PTFE is used m the 
manufacture of bearings, compression rings, ::!j dr-blocks ( to take up 
expansion in large metallic constructions, e.g., b’ idg^s, pipelines, heat 
exchangers, horizontal reservoirs, etc.), stuffing boxes on rotating or 
alternating shafts of pumps, compressors, autoclaves valves, etc. 
PTFE is also used in the manufacture of unsintered tape and in the 
printing and textile trade for coating of rollers to make the surfaces 
anti-stick. 

In the electrical industry, wire PTFE sleeved by extrusion and tape 
wound cables are being used in precision industries. More general 
use is being made of PTFE in aviation, electronic computers radar 
etc. It is very generally used in making connection components co¬ 
axial plugs, supports for electronic tubes and aerials, cross- bars for 
high tension conductors, insulation components etc. 

Seals and joints are now one of the most popular fields of application 
of PTFE in the chemical industry. Apart from this PTFE is equally 
effective for pipe-lines, valves, pumps etc. 

PTFE is classified under Chapter 39 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, 
under tariff classification H.S. Code No. 3904.61. The classification 
is however indicative only and in no way binding upon the scope of 
the present investigations. 
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F. LIKE ARTICLES 

7. PTFE is produced and sold in different grades. There is however no 
significant difference in terms of process, equipment or technology 
for the production of different grades of PTFE which is manufactured 
via the same chemical route the world over. For obtaining different 
grades of PTFE, different kinds of finishing operations are employed 
which are mostly in batches. Therefore, PTFE manufactured by the 
domestic industry and in the country subject to this investigation are 
alike in their essential physical and technical characteristics. 

In order to establish that PTFE produced by the domestic industry is a 
like article to that exported from Russia, characteristics such as 
technical specifications, manufacturing process, functions and uses 
and tariff classification have been considered. Some interested parties 
have stressed on the quality differences between the imported PTFE 
and that manufactured by the petitioner. However, the basic 
manufacturing process, applications and overall use of the product are 
similar. There is a high degree of interchangeability and consequently 
of competition between the imported product and that manufactured 
by the petitioner being the subject matter of this investigation. 

There is no argument disputing that PTFE produced by the domestic 
industry in various grades has characteristics closely resembling the 
imported material and is substitutable by PTFE imported from the 
subject country both commercially and technically. PTFE produced 
by the domestic industry has been treated as like article to the product 
exported from Russia, within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 

G. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

8. The petition has been filed by M/s. Hindustan Fluorocarbons Ltd., 
Hyderabad, who is the only manufacturer of this product in India. The 
Ministiy of Chemicals and Fertilisers has also confirmed the single¬ 
producer status of the petitioner. The petitioner therefore constitutes 
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domestic industry and has the required standing to file the present 
petition under the Rules. 


H. DUMPING 

9. Under Section 9A(1), normal value in relation to an article means: 

The comparable price in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article 
when meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(i) When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course 
of trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, or when because of the particular market situation or 
low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or territory such sales do not permit a proper 
comparison, the normal value shall be either: 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when 
exported from the exporting country or territory or an 
appropriate third country as determined in accordance with the 
rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin 
alongwith reasonable addition for administrative, selling and 
general costs and for profits, as determined in accordance with 
the rules made under sub-section (6); 

Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country other 
than the country of origin and where the article has been merely 
transshipped through the country of export or such article is not 
produced in the country of export or there is no comparable price in the 
country of export, the normal value shall be determined with reference 
to its price in the country of origin. 
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10.The Authority sent a questionnaire to the known exporter from the 
subject country in terms of the section cited above. However, the 
exporter did not respond to the request for information as per the 
questionnaire but raised some issues in a letter addressed to the 
Authority dated 1/4/99. They also expressed their unwillingness to 
participate in this investigation. Therefore there are no claims made by 
the exporter with regard to normal value and export price. The Authority 
has therefore been constrained to rely upon constructed price and best 
available information with regard to normal value and export price 
respectively, as provided by the petitioner and as available in official 
statistics. 


I. EXAMINATION OF NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE 
BASED ON CONSTRUCTED VALUE AND AVAILABLE 
INFORMATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

II. The Authority observes that the various grades of PTFE do not 
display any significant difference in terms of costs and are in the same 
range. It is stated by the petitioner that since the granular grade involves 
drying and energy required for drying, the cost of this additional energy 
is more or less equal to the additional additives cost for the aqueous 
solution emulsion grades. Hence the differential cost of production 
between granular and emulsion grades is marginal and can be treated as 
similar. The Authority has therefore grouped all grades described as 
product under consideration, for this investigation. 


(i) NORMAL VALUE 

12. The Authority observes that the exporter from Russia has not 
responded to the questionnaire in the prescribed format and has not 
furnished information relating to normal value, export price, and 
dumping margin. In a letter to the Authority received beyond the 
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specified time-limit, they have raised some general issues and termed the 
petitioners views on normal value in Russia as groundless and incorrect. 
It is observed by the Authority that they have not attempted to 
substantiate their own arguments by responding to the questionnaire. 
Instead, they have expressed their unwillingness to participate in this 
investigation. The Authority therefore considers the exporter to be non- 
cooperative and has proceeded on best available information. 

The petitioner has claimed the constructed cost of production in Russia 
based on data collection and interaction with industries in the US and 
other international manufacturers. While the exporter has contested this 
data, stating that it is only an approximation, they have not given any 
evidence of their normal value. In the circumstances the Authority has 
been constrained to determine the constructed cost based on the 
available information. 

The normal value in Russia is therefore considered to be USD ***/kg or 
Rs ***/kg at an average exchange rate of lUSD=Rs 39.42/. 

(ii) Export Price 

13. The export price has been determined from DGCIS data after taking 
1% as ocean freight, 0.29% as insurance charges and 0.5% as packing 
costs. After adjustments on these accounts the fob export price is Rs 
***/kgorUSD***/kg. 

(hi) Dumping margin 

14. Considering the normal value at USD ***/kg and the ex-works 
export price at USD ***/kg, the dumping margin determined by the 
Authority comes to USD ***/kg (which is 4.82% of export price). 


J. INJURY 
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15. Under Rule 11 supra, Annexure-Il, when a finding of injury is 
arrived at, such finding shall involve determination of the injury lo the 
domestic industry, “taking into account all relevant facts, including the 
volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market 
for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic 
producers of such article...” In considering the effect of the dumped 
imports on prices, it is considered necessary to examine whether there 
has been a significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as 
compared with the price of the like article in India, or whether the effect 
of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or 
prevent price increase, which otherwise would have occurred, to a 
significant degree. 


Annexure Il(iii) under Rule 11 supra further provides that in case where 
imports of a product from more than one country are being 
simultaneously subjected to anti-dumping investigations, the Designated 
Authority will cumulatively assess the effect of such imports, only when 
it determines that the margin of dumping established in relation to the 
imports from each country is more than two per cent expressed as a 
percentage of export price and the volume of the imports from each 
country is three per cent of the imports of the like article or where the 
export of the individual countries is less than three per cent, the imports 
cumulatively account for more than seven per cent of the imports of the 
like article , and cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is 
appropriate in light of the conditions of competition between the 
imported article and the like domestic article. 


The Authority notes that the margin of dumping and quantum of imports 
from the subject country are more than the limits prescribed above. 


For the examination of the impact of imports on the domestic industry in 
India, the Authority has considered such further indices having a bearing 
on the state of the industry as production, capacity utilisation, quantum 
of sales, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude and 
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margin of dumping etc. in accordance wire Annexure II (iv) of the rules 
supra. 

(a) Quantum of Imports 

16. The total imports of PTFE were 3,34,920 KG, 3,44,184 KG, and 

4,75,528 KG during 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 (till 

June,1998).Thus the increase was 2.76% in 1996-97 over 1995-96 and 
38% in 1997-98 (till June, 1998) over 1996-97. The increase was 41.9% 
in 1997-98 over 1995-96. Thus the quantum of impon:s have gone up 
significantly during the period of investigation. 

The quantum of imports from Russia was 24,130 KG, 7,000 Kg and 
40,665 KG during 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 (till June, 1998).The 
quantum of imports have gone up by 68% in 1997-98 over 1995-96 and 
by 480% in 1997-98 over 1996-97. There was however a decline in 
imports in 1996-97 over that of 1995-96. 

The quantum of imports from other countries was 3,10,790 KG, 
3,37,184KG and 4,34,863 KG during 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 
(till June, 1998) respectively. The share of Russia in total imports was 
7.76%, 2.07% and 9.35% in 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98, 
respectively. 

(b) Production and Capacity Utilisation 

17. The production capacity, actual production and capacity utilisation 
of the petitioner was as follows; - 


Year 

Capacity (MT) 

Production (MT) 

Capacity 

Utilisation 

1995-96 

500 

385 

77 

1996-97 

500 

392 

78 
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1997-98 

500 

259 

52 

POI 

625 

333 

53.28 


The. capacity utilisation of M/s HFL was 77%, 78% and 52% in 1995- 
96, 1996-97 and 1997-98 respectively and 53.28 in the period 
investigated. Thus the capacity utilisation declined steeply during the 
period of investigation from a level of 78% in the previous year. Decline 
in capacity utilisation has been attributed to drop in sales. There has 
been no change in installed capacity, which remains at the same level. 

(c) Sales and Market Share 

18. It is observed that the demand for PTFE was 746 MT, 705 MT and 
797 MT in 95-96, 96-97 and 97-98 respectively. The share of imports in 
total demand was 44.7%, 48.7% and 59.5% in 95-96, 96-97 and 97-98 
respectively. The share of the petitioner was 55.2%, 51.2% and 40% in 
95-96, 96-97 and 97-98 respectively. Thus the share of imports have 
been rising in total demand whereas the share of Indian industry has 
been declining. The quantum of sales made by the petitioner declined 
from 412Mt in 1995-96, to 361 Mt in 1996-97 to 321.88 during the 
period of investigation (Aprir97 to June’98). The selling prices in Rs 
per kg were ***, *** and *** in 95-96, 96-97 and 97-98. The sale of 
PTFE below cost of production during the period of investigation 
resulted in heavy loss of profit to the petitioner. 

(d) Closiiig Stocks 

19. It is observed that the closing stocks of the petitioner were 54 MT, 
85 MT and 69 MT during 95-96, 96-97 and 97-98. Closing stocks went 
up by 36% in 96-97 over 95-96 and by 21% in 97-98 over that of 95-96. 
TTie quantum of closing stocks declined in the period investigated over 
that of the previous year but nevertheless remained high. 
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(e) Price undercutting and price depression 

20. The petitioner has stated that imports from the subject country have 
been undercutting the prices of the like article being sold by the 
domestic producer. It is seen from official statistics that Russian PTFE 
was priced at Rs ***/kg (fob) or USD *** after adjustments on account 
of freight, insurance and packing charges. This is less than the 
constructed cost of production in Russia, which is estimated at Rs 
***/kg or USD ***/kg. This price is below the unit cost of production 
of the petitioner during 1995-96, 1996-97 and for the period of 
investigation which was at Rs ***/kg, Rs ***/kg and Rs ***/kg 
respectively. The petitioners unit selling prices/kg during 1995-96, 
1996-97 and 1997-98(till June’98) were Rs. ***, Rs ***/kg and Rs 
♦♦♦/kg. It is seen that at these price levels, while the petitioner had 
earned profits of Rs 55.59 lacs and Rs 17.56 lacs during 1995-96 and 
1996-97 respectively, it incurred losses amounting to Rs (***)/kg during 
the period of investigation. Losses suffered by the petitioner were on 
account of low capacity utilisation, poor sales and high closing stocks. 
The net profit/(loss) for 1997-98 in Rs in lacs was Rs. (1226.11). It is 
seen that at a price of Rs ***/kg during the period of investigation, the 
petitioner was unable to recover its fair selling price. It is stated that in 
order to maintain its market share, the petitioner has been compelled to 
sell its material comparable with the landed price of the imported 
product. By offering competitive prices, the petitioner had to sell its 
product at considerable loss. 

(f) Insufficient funds for investment in R&D 

21. Due to the price pressure exerted through the dumping of PTFE by 
Russian suppliers, the petitioner was compelled to match the landed 
price of imported PTFE and was therefore unable to generate surplus 
funds. This was the main reason behind insufficient funds for purposes 
of further investment in R&D and application development after the 
period of investigation. 
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K CONCLUSION ON INJURY 

22. In view of the foregoing it is observed that;- 

(a) the quantum of imports from the subject country have increased in 
absolute terms and in relation to production and consumption in 
India; 

(b) the market share of the petitioner has gone down while that of 
imports has increased; 

(c) the capacity utilisation of the petitioner has gone down ; 

(d) the petitioner has been forced to sell at prices below its fair selling 
price resulting in losses; 

(e) imports are undercutting the prices of the domestic industry; 

(Q the domestic industry is left with substantial closing stocks. 

k.CAUSAL LINK 

23. The Authority holds that the material injury to the domestic industry 
has been caused by imports from the subject country. The increase in the 
market share of imports from Russia resulted in the decline in the market 
share of the petitioner and undercut the prices of the domestic product 
forcing the domestic industry to sell below its fair price which 
resultantly, the domestic industry was unable to recover. The material 
injury to the domestic industry was therefore caused by the dumped 
imports from the subject country. 

ri. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 

24. The purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate 
dumping which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re¬ 
establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, 
which is in the general interest of the country. 

25. It is recognised that the imposition of anti-dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the products manufactured using the subject 
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goods and consequently might have some influence on relative 
competitiveness of these products. However, fair competition in the 
Indian market will not be reduced by the anti-dumping measures, 
particularly if the levy of the anti-dumping duty is restricted to an 
amount necessary to redress the injury to the domestic industry. On the 
contrary, imposition of anti-dumping measures would remove the unfair 
advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent the decline of 
the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to 
the consumers of acrylic fibre. Imposition of anti-dumping measures 
would not restrict imports from the subject country in any way, and 
therefore would not affect the availability of the product to the 
consumers. 

26. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to remove the 
injury to the domestic industry, the Authority relied upon reasonable 
selling price of PTFE in India for the domestic industry, by considering 
the optimum cost of production at optimum level of capacity utilisation 
for the domestic industry. 

N . LANDED VALUE 

27. The landed value of imports is determined on the basis of export 
price of PTFE, determined as detailed above in the para relating to 
dumping, after adding the prevailing level of customs duties and one per 
cent landing and two per cent handling charges. 

O. CONCLUSIONS 

28. It is seen after considering the foregoing that: 

(a) PTFE described under para 6 originating in or exported from Russia 
has been exported to India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by imports from the subject country. 

29. It is considered whether a duty lower than the dumping margin 
would be sufficient to remove injury. Landed price of the imports for the 
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purpose, was compared with the fair selling price of the domestic 
industry, determined for the period of investigation.Wherever the 
difference was less than the dumping margin, a duty lower than the 
dumping margin is recommended. Accordingly, it is proposed that 
provisional anti-dumping duties be imposed, from the date of 
notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government, on 
all grades of PTFE originating in or exported from Russia falling under 
customs sub-heading 3904.61 of the Customs Tariff Act, pending final 
determination. 


Countrv 

Name of the Producer 

Amount 

1. 

2. 

3. (Rs)/MT 

Russia 

JSC Halogen & 



all other producers/exporters 

Rs 


30. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable 
value as determined by Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and 
all duties of customs except duties levied under Sections 3, 3A, 8B, 
9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

р. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

31. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying 
the preliminary findings: 

a. The Authority invites comments on these findings from all 
interested parties and the same would be considered in the final 
findings; 

b. Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties known 
to be concerned are being addressed separately by the Authority, 
who may make known their views, within forty days of the despatch 
of this notification. Any other interested party may also make 
known its views within forty days from the date of publication of 
these findings. 

с. The Authority would provide opportunity to all interested parties for 
oral submissions. 

d. The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the 
final findings. 


RATHI VINAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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